Analyzing the "left" and "right" political positions of individuals is challenging because personal attributes may influence political decisions without directly causing them. This issue may be even more pronounced in Latin America, where young democracies encounter the challenge of stabilizing political choices over time. This study contributes to the literature by analyzing the influence of personal attributes on political choices, focusing on the early 2000s, when the "left" turn occurred. The present study relies on the World Values Survey's fifth wave (2005)(2006)(2007)(2008) to fulfil this objective. This dataset is composed of data that have been collected globally, and the questions are related to diverse subjects associated with the quality of life of individuals. From the available sample, we included all of the Latin American countries that participated in this wave: Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Mexico, Peru, and Uruguay. In this study, the aim is to directly understand the impact of these individuals own attributes on their declared self-positioning about the political leaning. To this aim, an ordered logit model was used to analyse how each variable exerts influence on the political leaning of the respondents. Our results found that political cleavages depend on demographic factors, economic factors, and individual opinions in agreement with previous studies. Increased age, religious service attendance, and satisfaction with one's financial life increase the tendency of individuals for self-positioning to the right of the political spectrum. The possession of a university degree and residence in a large city increases the likelihood of individuals of self-identifying with a leftist political position. This study contributes to the literature by analysing the influence of personal attributes on political choices. Although this research represents an important step toward understanding political leanings in Latin American countries, a significant amount of future research remains. The definitions of "left" and "right" continue to be unclear as they relate to dimensions that include democracy, autocracy, and political reform.
I. Introduction 1 I ndividual decisions regarding left and right political positions may convey less information regarding individual preferences than one might assume. Even as political parties attempt to use the symbolism of this personal choice to capture the attention of voters and earn their confidence in party platforms to ensure that voters are well represented by their elected candidates, studies have found that individuals have a distinct understanding of left and right positions that vary across countries and regions and even over time (Colomer & Escatel 2000; Zechmeister 2006; Corbetta, Cavazza & Roccato 2009 ) and anecdotal evidence shows that people may identify themselves with on political leaning and, even so, vote for parties belonging to the other extreme of political orientation . This problem may be even more pronounced in Latin America, where young democracies encounter the challenge of stabilizing political platforms over time. The political positions of parties and voters are im-portant in this context because they indicate the support of the population for various actions. For instance, Blofield and Luna (2011) indicate that although Latin American citizens are polarized in the subject of income redistribution, their positions on this matter are not significantly correlated with their left or right political leanings. As Dalton, Farrell and McAllister (2011, p.84) say " [...] [the left-right scale] provides a general reference framework so people can discuss the broad course of government without being knowledgeable on each specific issue". However, with the several left turns observed since the end of the last century in Latin America (Selligson 2007; Cameron & Hershberg 2010; Murillo, Oliveros & Vaishnav 2010 ), it appears to be the case that the labels "left" and "right" continue to play a great role in the political sphere. Independently and not reaching any conclusion about the existence of different lefts in Latin America (Cameron 2009; Castañeda 2006) , the present study contributes mainly to empirically investigate how individual attributes can and will influence the left and right political positions of voters.
Several previous studies aimed to understand how personal attributes and individual opinions about the ideal system of governance of a country would impact on their choices of left and right political leanings. Instead of using opinions about an ideal system of public governance, we follow two main studies, the works of Jou (2010) and Moreno (1999) , to analyze the factors that influence the political orientation of voters in seven Latin American countries (Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Mexico, Peru, and Uruguay). Jou (2010) has a similar study to ours in the sense that it concentrates on individual traits to make inferences on political leanings. However, it is very distinct in that it uses a Serbian database. Identity and the pure concept of left and right are very different for Serbian citizens and Latin American ones (Foweraker, Landman & Harvey 2003) . Puntigliano (2008) points to the fact that the dichotomy between the concepts of left and right in Latin America still suffers from the construct posed during the Cold War, when "right" would be considered a pro-systemic choice and "left" would be the alternative to that. Even with this great difference between the samples, Jou (2010) is an important reference to this study in the main concepts to the individual preference set up.
On the opposite side, we have Moreno (1999) , who studies the same population we do: Latin American citizens. However, this sample belonged to the first three waves of the World Values Survey, whereas we use the 5th wave of the World Values Survey. It is important not only to revise the previous findingsbecause Latin America's political outcomes have changed significantly since the early 2000s -but also to understand how individuals were choosing their political leaning while they were electing more pro-left presidents -the socalled "Left Turn". By the beginning of the 2000s, the recent rightist dictatorships in the majority of our sample countries had ended, and, after that, a significant portion of the elected presidents in Latin America belonged to leftist parties. When the World Values Survey's fifth-wave data were collected in 2005, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, and Uruguay had presidents from the left or centre-left, and the majority of the elections that occurred during the following years gave victories to left-wing candidates in these countries. These political outcomes indicate the preferences of voters for a variety of subjects, from abortion to economic policy. Understanding the political definitions of "left" and "right" and the conditions that influence the political positions of individuals is important to understand both electoral outcomes and the attempts of parties to engage new voters (Hunter 2010) .
Our goal, therefore, is twofold: understand the individual positioning of Latin American residents using their demographic/social attributes and the rela-tion of these political leanings in a period where the majority of countries were at the "left turn" in their main elections.
This study is organized as follows: the next section presents the theoretical basis to understand political preferences and the current meaning of political positioning in Latin America. Section 3 shows the dataset and an initial data analysis for the seven Latin American countries. Section 4 presents the results and compares them with the findings of Moreno (1999) and Jou (2010) . The final section offers conclusions and suggestions for further research.
II. Political preferences and individual positioning
How do individuals choose what they will have, what they will buy, whom they will support? That is one of the greatest questions for social science researchers. Among economists, a choice is one of the main aspects that define not only what the individual chooses to consume but also the implications of this choice to the supply and demand equilibrium (Samuelson 1972) . All the neoclassical approaches to economics are based on assumptions about an individual's preference and the main critiques of these methodological approaches are also concerned with preferences and how to deal with them. Among political science researchers, the conception of preference formation is no less debatable. However, some common grounds may be the beginning of the clear definition of how individuals form and maintain (opposed to modifying) their choices and preferences. Druckman and Lupia (2000) draw a very interesting review of the literature on the subject and we use their conclusions to draw the inferences about the individual political choice in this study.
First, it is important to notice that preferences are developed over time and are influenced by personal experiences. Concerning the political leaning, the personal identification with right or left wing entangles some concepts that are not totally reachable within tangible arguments. This means that part of the preference formation is intrinsic to the individual's social environment or past experiences that people themselves cannot always classify as important to their political leanings. With this in mind, our empirical approach has to include individual attributes that catch up unobservable measures of the individual experiences (such as education background and social class).
Second, information is an important and very relevant part of preference formation. Individuals are able to classify and choose among alternatives if they are capable of distinguishing the attributes of the goods being evaluated. In the subject of political choice, declaring predilection to left wing over the right wing (or the reverse) requires information about what each concept stands for. Therefore, bad information flow may lead individuals to choose their political positioning without grounding it in the actual attributes of this choice. Unfortunately, this problem will not be completely solved in our empirical approach. The matter of information is unobserved in our sample and, concerning political inclinations, we do not have information regarding individual search or success rate of the understanding of these concepts. As argued by Wisehomeier and Doyle (2012) , the common understanding of left and right political choices depends on the circumstances and the context in which individuals are, and it is permeated by the information reached by these individuals.
Using these two factors (former experiences and information about general attributes), individuals make their choices about political positioning, and provide the support it is demanded from them. At this point, political science investigators diverge on the models that individuals use to capture their preferencesthe memory-based or the online based models are the two main approaches to this question. However, for the purpose of the present study, the internal process that leads to the declaration of preference over left or right is less important than to understand what generally is understood by left or right in Latin America. Ames and Smith (2010) report the difficulty Brazilian citizens have to explain what left and right political choices actually are. They attribute this difficulty to the multi-party system as well the low polarization among elite-level. Foweraker, Landman and Harvey (2003) understand that Latin American residents departed from different points of understanding of what left and right wing used to mean -grounded in the concept of multiple left, as in Cameron (2009 ) or Castañeda (2006 -but they were squeezed, especially the concept of left, to fit the popular demand of a more stable political environment: "[...] the left of the political spectrum in Latin America has been squeezed. The parties of the right, in contrast, have only had to move a small way towards the centre, as well as modifying both language and style." (Foweraker, Landman and Harvey 2003, p.104 ).
This compression of political leanings -by "squeezing" the left and bringing the right to the center -allows to treat the concepts of left and right as understandable to Latin Americans in the sense that left would mean more protection to individuals against variations in the market, allowing better conditions to reach equality of social and economic conditions (Murillo, Oliveros & Vaishnav 2010) . Right, by the opposition, would value the concept of market and endure its consequences -Bowen (2011) draws an interesting description and points to the contradictions among right wing supporters in Latin America.
Another topic that should be taken into account is the mistrust on politics that Latin Americans report. This is not an exclusive problem of Latin America, even more, developed democracies suffer from this condition. Power and Jamison (2005) point that the differences are that Latin American's democracies are still very young and the low trust on politics is based on a general mistrust: mistrust of others, of institutions, of economic conditions, among others. And, by their view, mistrust, in this case, is not caused by historical conditions, but it is the consequence of several and recent years of "[...] low economic growth, corruption and instrumental behaviour of political elite." (Power & Jamison 2005, p.66) . This mistrust may be one of the causes why individualsespecially individuals from young democracies as is the Latin American caseto locate them in the left-right political scale. They make a choice, but we need to investigate if this specific choice was made by ideological reasons or if came from their own life experience and may be biased by that. This reflects the conclusions of Kuschnir and Carneiro (1999) regarding the importance of the performance of democratic institutions to the political culture and the need of considering the individual as a part of a whole, his political environment, the institutional context and the historical background they have.
Finally, from the point of view of elections, this study is not concerned with the elections results -although it questions the relation of political outcomes with individual political positioning. One of the causes for that comes is related to what Palmeira (1992) affirms about vote and ideology. The vote is an individual choice that follows some criteria. However, these criteria are not only based on individual per se but are also grounded in other individual relations that may redirect his initial and "pure" choice (Palmeira 1992) . Ideology, therefore, plays a role in this choice, but it is not the sole definer of vote's outcome.
From these different perspectives, individuals reveal their preferences. In the context of Latin Americans choosing representatives from left wing parties, it is interesting to evaluate how the revealed preference over left and right political leanings was constructed over the individual attributes and, at the same time, how these inherent features influence the self-declaration over this political choice. The next sections of this study deal with the empirical data to reach conclusions about these choices and their revealed preferences.
III. Dataset and preliminary findings
This study relies on the World Values Survey's fifth wave (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) . This dataset is composed of data that have been collected globally, and the questions are related to diverse subjects associated with the quality of life of individuals. We choose the fifth wave because it offers an adequate data available to capture the leftist political shift in Latin America and because this data set contains information regarding many Latin American countries in the sample. From the available sample, we included all the Latin American countries that participated in this wave: Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Mexico, Peru, and Uruguay.
In this study, the aim is to directly understand the impact of these individuals owns attributes on their declared self-positioning about the political leaning. We had different possibilities to understand this subject. One of them was to make a time series review about the individual positioning on political leanings. This would bring us very insightful answers about Latin American countries trends on the subject. However, as our goal is focused on understanding how individuals were positioning themselves specifically during the political left turn in the region, we opted by studying only the 5th wave of the WVS that covers exactly the beginning of the 2000's. Our reasoning here follows closely the one posed by Dalton, Farrell and McAllister (2011) , that the political positioning between left and right may not always represent the same concept of political leanings for different countries or even individuals living in the same country. Nevertheless, it surely allows an interpretation of how the individual compares him/herself with others on the same subject. It is the inclusiveness of the scale and its simplicity that makes possible to summarize individual political positioning (Dalton, Farrell & McAllister 2011) .
We used two complementary methodological approaches. First, in this section, we used the descriptive method. Results from this analysis made possible both to understand the historical/political context that was taking place in these countries during the "left turn" as to select the best variables to include in the econometric model, our second approach that is presented in the next section with its results.
However, before we proceed to analyze the average individual positioning during the 5th wave of the WVS -when the left turn took place -it is important to evaluate these average political positioning -for each country -over the course of several WVS waves. The "left-right" variable describes individual political positions using a ten-point scale that ranges from "left" (value=1) to "right" (value=10). Each respondent selects the integer that optimally represents his/her political values. An average value that is 5 or lower represents a leftist choice, whereas a value of 6 or higher represents a rightist position.
Argentineans had an average of 5.26 in their political positioning in the first wave (1981) (1982) (1983) (1984) and it finishes more pro-right during the period of 1999-2004 (wave 4) and 2005-2007 (wave 5) . This trend to become more political rightist also happened in Chile (5.07 on wave 2 and 5.38 on wave 5) and Colombia (6.63 on wave 3 and 6.75 on wave 5). On the contrary, Mexico had a 7.52 average political positioning in the first wave -very rightist -and went toward the left with 6.18 in the 5th wave. The Same effect happened, however in a lower degree, to Peru (5.81 in the 3rd wave and 5.65 in the 5th wave) and Uruguay (5.53 and 5.23 -3rd and 5th wave, respectively). Brazilians were the indi-viduals with the most constant positioning: 5.45 in the 2nd wave and 5.43 in the 5th. Tables 1 and 2 present sample attributes for each country's population and the Latin American averages. Table 1 presents the social and political selfplacement of the individuals and, Table 2 , the demographic attributes of these individuals. Table 1 shows that the average value of political leaning for the entire sample is 5.92, which represents a central to subtle right leaning. The most pro-left selections were made by Uruguayan individuals, with an average value of 5.23, and the most pro-right selections were made by Colombians, with an average value of 6.75
This last result can be explained by the heritage of Civil War in Colombia, from 1948 to 1958. If, on one hand, considering themselves as pro-left in Argentina had a syndicalist meaning, in Colombia it could mean a violent ideology, related to the radical left wing and the FARC (Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia-People's Army). In this case, the value of 6.75 could be explained by the fact that even if the respondents considered themselves as central-left, their answer could tend to be central-right, an option which could not be associated to the FARC but would still be a centrist opinion (Avilés 2012) .
Regarding the Brazilian average for the left-right scale, the 5.43 result for the 5th wave indicates a centrist to left leaning, meaning a slighter change of direction compared to Singer's results for 1993, which indicated a centrist to right leaning position. Singer (2002) also explains that when it comes to analyzing Brazilian's position using the left-right scale, is important to consider that voters usually don't know how to define left and right ideologies despite the fact that a significant portion of them knows where to locate themselves in this scale. Related to this result, Sartori (2005) has previously concluded that the existence of ideological identification does not mean a structured thinking, once is important to include the "vote by image" in addition to the strong ideological focus and the vote buys identification (unstructured). The vote by the image is equivalent to the ideological vote.
This finding may seem unexpected because when the World Values Survey interviews for the fifth wave were conducted, most voters were selecting leftist party representatives as presidents. However, our findings are far from being unique in this field. Seligson (2007) , Arnold and Samuels (2011) "The result is a narrower ideological spectrum with a political centre of gravity that has moved to the right". Oddly enough, they moved their gravitational centre to right and voted for the leftist parties.
Some possible reasons explain how individuals identify themselves with central-right political leanings and vote for left wing parties. The first explanation for this unexpected result is that the left-wing parties in Latin America chose to change their approach to the electorate after finding themselves on a losing streak that lasted several election cycles. Their platform shifted from radical to more centrist (Hunter 2010) . This change in approach was especially evident in Brazil and Uruguay. In Brazil, the charismatic leader Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva (known as Lula) was defeated in three presidential elections (1990, 1994 and 1998) . Lula lost for Fernando Henrique Cardoso's reelection especially because of his lack of international support, an important factor considering the recent high inflation scenario and the popular aversion to instability, giving space to a popular conservative voice (Singer 1998) and also because of Fernando Henrique Cardoso's campaign strategy of pushing poorer electors against the leftist ideology defended by Lula (Singer 2009 ).When his party, PT (Partido dos Trabalhadores), changed its strategy to attract more voters, Lula won the 2002 and 2006 elections. Lula also supported Dilma Rousseff, his political heir, in her successful 2010 candidacy. According to Hunter (2010, p.184) , "[...] one needs to win elections to be able to implement one's programs, and the leaders of the PT sooner or later came to understand this fundamental point and to push for the necessary changes in their own party".
Another explanation for this left turn in Latin America may be the disappointment in the neo-classical solutions to economic demands and its social effects over income distribution that was lagged to the potential population needs. In this direction, Murillo, Oliveros and Vaishnav (2010) conclude that "[...] Latin American voters value the voting booth both as a mechanism of accountability to punish bad performance that they can monitor and as a selection mechanism for choosing alternatives that are different from the incumbents whom they are sanctioning" (page 107). Blanco and Grier (2013) that voters chose the turn to the left in response to their unattended demands on social and economic outcomes.
Independent of the main reason that motivated voters to choose left wing candidates to confide their votes to, it is necessary to acknowledge that a political positioning also involves other attitudes. We included two personal questions regarding democracy (the extent to which a person values democracy) and leadership (the importance of having a strong leader) and one question regarding life satisfaction (financial satisfaction, which reflects an individual's contentment with the political status quo) (Corbetta, Cavazza & Roccato 2009) . From a scale of one (democracy is unimportant) to ten (democracy is crucial), our sample yields an average of 8.37, which indicates that the majority of the respondents highly value democracy. As discussed by Moreno (1999) , the democratic-authoritarian dimension was of great importance for the political positioning of Latin American residents immediately following long periods of dictatorships. This dimension may diminish in importance with the ongoing consolidation of democracy in the region. Data from the fifth wave of the World Values Survey indicate that the Latin American respondents continue to assign great weight to this issue, which may reflect their desire for a more stable democratic environment. The findings may also indicate that democracy will continue to be a central issue even after its complete consolidation.
In terms of leadership, a rating of zero indicates that a respondent thinks it is "very bad" to have a strong leader (meaning an authoritarian leader who is not concerned with congress and elections) and a rating of 3 represents an agreement to the concept of strong leadership (representing the respondent that thinks it is "very good" to have a strong leader). Perhaps not surprisingly due to the recent history of dictatorships among these Latin American countries (for instance, the democratic regime backer emerged in Brazil as recently as the 1980s), the average is 1.30, meaning a slight position against strong leadership.
Finally, Table 1 indicates the extent to which individuals are satisfied with the financial well-being of their families. Using a scale from one (completely unsatisfied) to ten (completely satisfied), Latin American individuals report an average value of 6.20, which indicates a slight tendency for satisfaction. The three countries with most satisfied individuals are Mexico, Argentina, and Uruguay. It may sound strange because all these countries had low rates of economic growth compared to other Latin American countries during the early 2000s. However, these three countries also presented greater variations in their GDP growth during these years, as can be seen in Low values for the "financial satisfaction" variable may represent a desire for a change, that is, a transformation of the status quo, which usually corresponds to leftist political leanings (Zechmeister 2006) . We test this variable in our regressions. Table 2 presents the demographic of these countries' populations. The average age of the sample respondents was 39.88 years. Approximately half of the sample is composed of women (53 percent), and an average of only 13 percent of the sample hold a university degree.
Blofield and Luna (2011) find that social class plays a greater role in political positioning in Latin American countries than in advanced industrialized nations. Therefore, we included a "social class" variable in our analysis. This variable ranges from lower to upper class, with intermediate points of working, lower-middle and upper-middle classes. As a whole, these countries have 13.75% of their population ranking "lower social class" and less than 1% (0.77%) as "upper social class". The majority of the sample is concentrated between working and lower-middle class (38.47% and 25.49%, respectively). Chile is the country with the greatest proportion of upper-class individuals (1.52% of the respondents) and Brazil is the country with the greatest proportion of the lower class (25.92%).
Previous research (Wiesehomeir & Doyle 2012) found that profession/current occupation could have a significant influence on political positioning. In our Latin American sample, 6.57 percent of the respondents are employers (business owners) or managers, and 71.45 percent of the respondents are workers. We will use the profession/occupation variable to measure the effects of class positioning-in terms of an entrepreneurial career orientation or more/less skilled worker-on political positioning.
Larger cities are associated with a greater likelihood of having a more diverse political environment (Kolossov, Vizgalov & Borodulina 2003) . Therefore, in our regressions, we included dummy variables that represent city sizes. They range from "less than 2,000 inhabitants" to "more than 500,000 inhabitants". In the countries in which the data for this variable are available, an average of 33 percent of the sample resides in large cities (more than 500,000 inhabitants).
Another important individual characteristic that may influence the political choices of voters is their religiosity. To address this factor, we included dummy variables representing the reported frequency to the religious cult. Forty percent of the sample attends church at least once per week.
In the following section, we present the results of our analysis of the above mentioned variables. Our goal is to draw individual profiles from the existing Source: The authors, using data from the World Bank national accounts data. Note: The GDP data presented in this figure is calculated at market prices. GDP (2000 GDP ( -2006 literature to understand how these profiles influence the political positions of Latin American residents.
IV. Left and right: how do Latin Americans position themselves?
Demographic and cultural aspects may also shape the concepts of "left" and "right" (Zechmeiter 2006; Corbetta, Cavazza & Roccato 2009 ). Using the World Values Survey's fifth wave, we demonstrate the influence of the preceding variables on the likelihood of the self-positioning of voters to the left or right of the political spectrum. Because the dependent variable is limited (i.e., its variance is limited to the range of one to ten), we choose the ordered logit model as our formal method. The ordered logit model enables an analysis of the effect of each variable on the political positioning of the respondents. Table 3 presents the results for two samples. The first column includes the seven countries in the sample (Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Mexico, Peru, and Uruguay). The second column presents the results for a restricted sample (Argentina, Brazil, Chile, and Uruguay) because some of these variables were not available for all countries.
As shown in the first column, our results for the seven-country sample indicate that five variables have a significant influence on political positioning among Latin American residents: age, education indicators, social class indicators, religiosity dummies, and opinions regarding democracy. For each year of age, there is an increase of 0.003 points in the likelihood of self-positioning to the right of the political scale. If one considers leftist positioning to be a challenge to the status quo, then younger people may find it more appealing to question established norms and structures.
In addition, other variables also favor a right position: social class (belonging to the upper classes increases the likelihood of right-leaning attitudes by 0.705 and fitting in the lower middle class increases this likelihood in 0.133 points both compared to lower class) and religiosity (attending religious services at least rarely increases the likelihood of right-leaning attitudes when compared to an individual that never attends a religious cult).The influence of religiosity is reasonable: Latin American countries are predominantly Catholic and conservative (Hawins, Kitschelt, & Llamazares 2010) . The leftist political position advocates change, and churches -especially the Catholic Churchtend to be conservative. Therefore, it may be expected that individuals who are more active in the religious arena are also likely to demonstrate rightist political leanings. Moreno (1999) found that the importance that a respondent assign to God (a useful proxy for this paper's religiosity variable) is significant for his/her political party positioning. In terms of economic left-right positioning, Moreno (1999) also finds that religious respondents position themselves further to the right of the political scale than less religious respondents; thus, his results are similar to the findings in this paper.
A university education has the opposite effect: the higher the education degree, the lower the inclination toward right-wing positions. For instance, the possession of a university degree decreases the likelihood of rightist positioning by 0.745 points when compared to individuals with no education. These results are intuitive and are backed by the existing literature (these results reflect consonance with the ones obtained by Harbers, Vries and Steenbergen 2012 ).
Finally, we tested whether there was any country effect on an individual's political positioning. With Argentina as the baseline, the first column in Table 3 indicates that residents of Colombia, Mexico and Peru politically position themselves further to the right than residents of Argentina. The results for Brazil, on the other hand, differed significantly, with a greater likelihood of 0.196 of leftist positioning compared with the Argentine respondents.
As discussed in the previous section, other variables may provide insight into the issue of political choices between left and right. However, these variables are not available for all countries in the sample. By reducing our sample for Argentina, Brazil, Chile, and Uruguay, we perform a complete regression that includes a respondent's labour market position, a measure of financial satisfaction, dummy variables to indicate residence in larger or smaller cities, and an indicator variable for support for a strong leader. The results are presented in the second column of Table 3 and are generally consistent with the findings that were presented in the previous analysis.
The variables of age, university degree, and religiosity continue to be significant, and all the variables maintain their effects. The age effect increases from 0.003 points to 0.008 points of likelihood, keeping the direction towards right-wing choice. A higher income level also corresponds to rightist political tendencies; as such respondents tend to favour the status quo. Thus, we expected that belonging to the upper class would increase the likelihood of a respondent favouring a rightist political position. Our results indicate that belonging to the upper-middle class corresponds to an increased probability of right-leaning political positions of 0.346.
The possession of a university degree is more likely to correspond to a pro-left position when compared with lower educational attainment. This influence is large and significant, with a decreasing likelihood of 0.331 of selecting a right-leaning position. A small portion of the Latin American population holds a university degree (an average of 13 percent within our sample). However, the leftist movement gained momentum at the schools and universities within these countries (Rubin 2002) . Therefore, studying and attaining higher levels of education appear to be associated with having a leftist political position.
In addition to holding a university degree, residing in a city with 100,000 or more inhabitants compared with living in a city with less than 10,000 inhabitants decreases the likelihood of self-positioning to the political right. Possible explanations range from the greater diversity of larger cities to the ease with which one can mingle with people of different political positions who question the status quo.
In contrast, life satisfaction and strong-leader preferences increase the likelihood of self-positioning to the right of the political spectrum. The results regarding life satisfaction are consistent with prior findings: political rightists prefer to maintain continuity in a country's economic approach if it is stable (Kingstone & Ponce 2010 [2005] [2006] [2007] [2008] . Notes: * indicates that the coefficient is significant at the 10 percent level, ** indicates that the coefficient is significant at the 5 percent level, and *** indicates that the coefficient is significant at the 1 percent level. and/or unemployment rates, they find that economic stability provides security, which causes such individuals to prefer to maintain the economic policies that led to their improved circumstances. Parties that noted this shift in the attitude of the electorate changed their platforms accordingly; such changes were successful in Brazil and Uruguay (Hunter 2010 ).
The strong-leader finding implies that although the left wing typically has charismatic leaders, leftist individuals do not typically support dictators. For these four countries, the support of a strong leader increases in 0.058 points the likelihood of the individual supporting right-wing parties. The Democratic dimension continues to be important to Latin American individuals with a leftist orientation. The source of this preference may be the recent experiences of authoritarian dictatorships in Latin America that were supported by the right wing. As Foweraker, Landman and Harvey (2003, p.70) point: "In Brazil (1964) and Chile (1973) , important segments of the middle classes responded to political instability and ideological polarization by turning to the armed forces as the only national institution capable of restoring order." The support and regard to strong leadership have this affinity to right leaning in Latin America, sustained by these historical and recent events.
As a final remark, two of the countries that were analyzed-Brazil and Uruguay-tend to display more leftist political leanings than the Argentine comparison group. Chile shows no significant difference when compared with Argentina. The likelihood of self-positioning to the right of the political spectrum is considerably lower in these countries compared with Argentina.
As a validation test, we included the individual effects of each country to all variables. To do this, we included interactions of each variable with all countries individually. Because the majority of them were not statistically significant, we opted by eliminating all the nonsignificant variables at each step (except by the ones we included in the original models presented on Table 3 ). The final model configuration, that used an ordered logit model, is presented in Table 4 .
The first column presents the estimated results for the model with all the six countries. All the estimated coefficients have the same direction presented in the first column of Table 3 . This consonance among results of different specifications corroborates validating our previous results. Some countries present more influence of education -for instance, Brazil, Colombia, Mexico, and Uruguay have more leftist individuals when they completed college than Argentina, Chile, and Peru. This result relates both with Singer (2002) and Carreirão (2002) as with Dalton, Farrell and McAllister (2011) who point that the political cleverness increases with education. This does not mean that it is clever to positioning more as a leftist in contrast with a rightist, but that it is easier to understand the political spectrum when one is more informed also about different topics.
Others have more religious influence -as is the case of Argentina, Brazil, and Colombia, where very religious persons (the ones who frequent churches more than once a week) are more inclined to rightist wing than in other countries.
The second column of Table 4 presents estimated coefficients for the model, now including not only the additional variables -as was presented in Table 3 but also including the statistical significant interactions between these variables and the six countries. Following the same pattern verified on column 1, these estimated coefficients are very similar to the ones presented in Table 3 . Still, some interesting results should be highlighted. The first one is the impact of the university degree to Brazilians. The more the individual studies, the more is his/her inclination towards the left wing of the political leaning. This finding reinforces the previous ones about the influence of academics to the left wing in Brazil. Another interesting result is the importance of religiousness to the Uruguayans: those who frequent churches more than once a week are the ones more inclined to the left. Previous regressions pointed to the fact that more a person frequented churches, more he/she was inclined to self-declaration towards the right. Uruguay, in this sense, is an exception: very religious people are more prone towards the left (a different sort of left than the Brazilian one, for instance. Moreira (2000) points to several aspects that distinguish Brazilian and Uruguayan's left).
Results concerning the importance of democracy are another interesting one. Both on Table 3 and Table 4 , regressions presented in the first columnsthe ones with no control for city size, nor profession, life satisfaction and importance of a strong leader -show that more importance to democracy is something that leads individuals to self-declare more to the right. Second columns have a different result: when additional controls are included and the sample is restricted to Argentina, Brazil, Chile and Uruguay, those who declare to give great importance to democracy are the ones who also declare themselves prone [2005] [2006] [2007] [2008] . Notes: * indicates that the coefficient is significant at the 10 percent level, ** indicates that the coefficient is significant at the 5 percent level, and *** indicates that the coefficient is significant at the 1 percent level. Although we included many variables in our models, the average VIF is low enough (3.85) to consider that multicollinearity does not threat our results. to the left wing. However, on Table 4 , we can observe that the exception to this rule is Brazilians: democracy to them is a predictor of right political leaning in both cases (with and without additional controls). Although the dictatorship in Brazil was led by the right wing, it appears to be the case that individuals do not relate themselves with those political leaders, but with the more pro-democracy ones.
Finally, including additional controls, the importance of a strong leaderthat was significant on Table 3 , drops its statistical significance. However, this variable is significant only to Argentina, where it continues to predict a more pro-right political leaning to the individuals who agree with the benefits of having a strong person as a leader.
Summarizing, our results indicate that the major variables that influence the political leanings of an individual are age, educational attainment, religiosity, the importance assigned to democracy, residence in a large city, financial satisfaction, and support for a strong leader. The results are consistent even when additional variables are included: some variables lose their significance; however, the direction of the effects -except for the democracy variable, which was taken by the result on the strong leadership variable -is maintained.
V. Conclusions
This paper aimed to determine how individual attributes affected the political self-positioning of Latin Americans in the early 2000s. We use the World Values Survey's fifth wave to investigate this subject. Similar studies that used different waves of the World Values Survey data were conducted by Moreno (1999) and Jou (2010) . Our results found that political cleavages depend on demographic factors, economic factors and individual opinions in agreement with these previous studies.
Increased age, religious service attendance, and satisfaction with one's financial life increase the tendency of individuals for self-positioning to the right of the political spectrum. The possession of a university degree and residence in a large city increases the likelihood of individuals of self-identifying with a leftist political position. The importance that an individual place on democracy and his/her preference for a strong leader appears only when the sample is restricted to four countries (Argentina, Brazil, Chile, and Uruguay). The democracy variable, which had no significance in the first model, gains significance in the second one. At the same time, the inclusion of a variable that controls to support for a strong leader-someone who does not respect democracy-also increases in importance. As discussed previously, these results may be excessively influenced by two countries, Argentina and Chile, and are less significant among the other countries in the sample.
This study contributes to the literature by analyzing the influence of personal attributes on political choices. Although this research represents an important step toward understanding political leanings in Latin America, a significant amount of future research remains. The definitions of "left" and "right" continue to be unclear as they relate to dimensions that include democracy, autocracy, and political reform. More quantitative analyses aiming to understand how the individual preferences are formed and the link between personal attributes and these preferences continue to be on demand. Understanding the ways individuals set up their choices would increase the responsibility of political parties and authorities for the hidden claim the population has about their deliverables.
At the same time, studies like ours may enhance the awareness of the general impression over political party choices of candidates. One example is the con-clusion about the relation between agreeing with a strong leadership and political leaning. Although left-wing parties tend to be led by hardened and charismatic leaders, leftist voters prefer democracy and do not believe in the necessity of a strong leader itself. Choosing a candidate that resembles more what intrinsically is desired by the voters would surely help election outcomes, especially if these parties meet the alignment between what they must offer and what is under the preferences of their supporters.
Finally, even with so many confounding aspects in this antagonist position, left and right continues to be a simple way to characterize veiled assumptions. Therefore, it may be an ambiguous form of defining choices, but this seemingly binary choice is still very significant for voters in Latin America. In this regard, better information about its core meaning and objectives would be very welcomed not only to the academic public -which shows great interest in the subject -but to the ordinary population -who ultimately experiences its consequences. 
